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showed up in Washington D.C. over this 
past weekend. And we need to hear 
what they have to say. 

But they want to respect their elect-
ed Representatives. They want the rule 
of law to adhere to. They don’t want to 
see this country flooded over with the 
level of corruption that we have seen in 
places like Mexico and Russia, or I go 
there and I think, what can be done? 

I can prescribe the solutions that I 
think are very constructive to those 
countries, but if you could snap your 
fingers and get rid of the corruption in 
those countries, that would be the big-
gest thing that could be done. And then 
the people would have hope; they would 
have faith again. They would believe 
again that their government was re-
sponsible and responsive to them. 

But the rule of law—and I think 
about how important it is to comply 
with the letter and the intent of the 
law, not just avoid prosecution, not 
just find a way to skirt around the 
edge of it, respect and revere the law 
and comply with the letter and the in-
tent of the law. 

And I had this little thought that 
popped up into my head—I was listen-
ing to the judge talk about this—this 
little phrase recurs back to me: no con-
trolling legal authority. Do you re-
member that? 

The Vice President of the United 
States, Al Gore, said, well there is no 
controlling legal authority. So, there-
fore, if there isn’t any way that you 
can control his activities by enforcing 
a law that one can point to, therefore, 
whatever he might do apparently is ac-
ceptable or maybe even moral. 

In the absence of prohibition, things 
become moral in this era of morals rel-
ativism. 

I reject that. We have got to have 
high standards, high standards of con-
science, high standards of morality, 
and our laws uphold those standards. 
And the people on the left will con-
stantly argue you can’t legislate mo-
rality. 

Well, but if you de-legislate the mo-
rality that others legislated, now you 
have, now you have lowered the stand-
ard. Now you have lowered the bar. 
And now people believe it’s acceptable, 
and it has happened over and over 
again. Our legislation is morality. Our 
legislation, the laws of America, the 
laws of our States and our local sub-
divisions uphold the moral standards of 
the people that pass them. 

It’s often our faith; our Judeo-Chris-
tian values are what shaped this coun-
try. The Declaration and the Constitu-
tion are infused with Judeo-Christian 
values. And those values are part of the 
culture reflected in the documents, not 
the documents that drove the culture. 

And if we lose our culture, the docu-
ments will become meaningless to us. 
That’s why we have got to stand up for 
the rule of law here on the floor of the 
House of Representatives, and every-
body in America has to stand up for 
the rule of law, the letter and the in-
tent of law, and the moral and ethical 

foundation that underpins it, or we 
lose our way, and we lose our country. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the gentleman 
for that impassioned speech. We have 
about 5 minutes more left. 

So I make it very clear, I don’t think 
I made it clear, but Roll Call news-
paper reported on August 25 some of 
these issues with Mr. RANGEL. 

I am going to go through them very 
quickly. He filed an amended return 
about his 2007 assets and income dis-
closing more than $600,000 in assets, 
tens of thousands of dollars in income, 
that he had failed to report. He failed 
to report, for instance, a Congressional 
Federal Credit Union, which is just 
right down the hall from us here, ac-
count of at least $250,001; an invest-
ment fund account also worth at least 
$250,001. 

He originally claimed assets of 
$516,000 to $1.316 million. Now he has 
revised it to $1.028 million to $2.5 mil-
lion. 

And once again he failed to report 
the income on his Dominican Republic 
account. He failed to report invest-
ments that netted him between 29,000 
and 81,000 in capital gains dividends 
and in rental income when he pre-
viously claimed between 6,000 and 
17,000. 

He failed to report his investment in 
certain stocks, at least 1,001 of Yum 
brands; 15,001 in PepsiCo; and 250,001 in 
funds of Allianz Global Investors 
Consults Diversified Port III, half the 
limit, number three. 

He failed to report rental income, 
and that’s on top of the multiple alle-
gations we have been talking about. 
It’s time for a Member that justice 
must be swift and justice delayed is 
justice denied. 

I ask the leadership of this House to 
move this process, reconcile these 
issues of the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, and let’s resolve 
this crisis of this House so we can no 
longer be called the House of hypoc-
risy. 
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EXAMINING THE FACTS ON 
HEALTH CARE REFORM LEGIS-
LATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, tonight I 
want to take a little time to examine 
some of the statements President 
Obama made when he addressed Con-
gress on the issue of health care. Many 
of the things he mentioned in his ad-
dress deserve some clarification or out-
right rebuttal. 

The President said that, Not a dollar 
of the Medicare trust fund will be used 
to pay for this plan. That was easy for 
the President to say, and it is tech-
nically correct. It is technically cor-
rect only because there is no Medicare 
trust fund. It is an accounting mirage, 

a sham of government IOUs, thanks to 
decades of government deficit spend-
ing. 

And, furthermore, among more than 
$500 million in proposed savings from 
Medicare, the Democrat bills also pro-
pose redirecting $23 billion from the 
Medicare Improvement Fund to fund 
new health care entitlements. Accord-
ing to current law, the Medicare Im-
provement Fund is designated specifi-
cally ‘‘to make improvements under 
the original Medicare fee-for-service 
program.’’ 

Then there is the issue of taxpayer- 
funded abortion coverage. President 
Obama said, Under our plan, no Federal 
dollars will be used to fund abortions, 
and Federal conscience laws will re-
main in place. But independent groups 
have confirmed that the legislation 
will result in Federal funds being used 
to pay for abortions—both through the 
government-run health plan and 
through Federal subsidies provided 
through the exchange, despite various 
accounting gimmicks created in a so- 
called Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee ‘‘compromise.’’ 

Republicans offered amendments in 
all three of the committees to say this 
money cannot be used for abortions, 
and they were rebuffed at each turn. 

President Obama also went on to 
claim that, ‘‘Reducing the waste and 
inefficiency in Medicare and Medicaid 
will pay for most of this plan. Much of 
the rest will be paid for with revenues 
from the very same drug and insurance 
companies that stand to benefit from 
tens of millions of new customers.’’ 

But the Congressional Budget Office 
had previously found that the cuts to 
Medicare Advantage plans included in 
the Democrat legislation would result 
in millions of seniors, including thou-
sands and thousands in my district in 
North Carolina, losing their current 
plan—a direct contradiction of the 
President’s assertion that, Nothing in 
this plan requires you to change what 
you have. 

The President could have strength-
ened his statements by quoting sec-
tions and lines to back up the state-
ments. We who have presented our al-
ternatives and who have stood to re-
fute the comments have been able, in 
most cases, to quote the section and 
the line of the bill to show that what 
we are saying is the truth. 

As you can see from this discussion 
of the President’s speech, when it 
comes to the debate over health care 
reform, there are often two sides to the 
issue, and it is simply not as cut and 
dried as President Obama has tried to 
make it out. 

Many of us have serious misgivings 
and disagreements with the proposed 
legislation and will not allow our dis-
agreements to be mischaracterized and 
sidelined by lofty rhetoric. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:19 Nov 11, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD09\RECFILES\H14SE9.REC H14SE9m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
69

S
O

Y
B

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-12T15:30:00-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




